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Debbie Ann Bonillas, Petitioner

V.
San Bernardino County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

Application for stay and petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent

V.
Steven David Catlin, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including November 25, 1997.

People, Respondent

V.
Chanda John Loeun, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that permission is granted for appellant to file the second
supplemental brief on the merits. Respondent may file an answer on
or before September 26, 1997.

Jorge Lopez, Petitioner

V.
Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

On application of petitioner Jorge Lopez and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’s
opening brief on the meritsis extended to and including October 1,
1997.

People, Respondent

V.
John Louis Visciotti, Appellant

The request of appellant to review and copy the materials
contained in the court’ s records, including any materials designated
as confidential or under seal in this appeal (S004597/Crim. 23385)
and in the related case of In re Visciotti on Habeas Corpus
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S005970

S005499

S033998

(S031247), isgranted. Appellant will supply the personnel and
equipment necessary to undertake this review and copying of the
records, which shall occur on the premises of this court.

People, Respondent

V.
Joseph William Hart, Appellant

Pursuant to appellant’s motion, the clerk of this court is directed
to forward a copy of the Supplemental Clerk’s Transcript on Appeal
in Riverside County Superior Court case no. CR 25670 (all
documents filed confidentially under Penal Code section 987.9
[sedled]), volumes 1 and |1, to appellant’ s counsel only.

People, Respondent

V.
Marcelino Ramos, Appellant

In the above-entitled matter the court filed its decision on July 7,
1997, because of the following extraordinary and compelling
circumstances:
1. The size of the record (the clerk’s and reporter’ s transcripts
totaling more than 13,000 pages).
2. The necessity to grant appellant, for good cause, 12 extensions of
time within which to file the appellant’ s opening brief, and 5
extensions of time to file the reply brief.
3. The necessity to grant respondent, for good cause, two extensions
of time within which to file the respondent’ s brief.
4. The need to request supplemental briefing and grant extensions of
time within which to file letter briefs.
5. The number and complexity of the issues presented.

In the Matter of the Suspension of Attorneys
Pursuant to Rule 962 California Rules of Court

Having been provided proof of compliance pursuant to
subdivision (1) of section 11350.6 of the Welfare and Institutions
Code, the suspension of Michael Bloom, pursuant to our order filed
on August 27, 1997, is hereby terminated.

This order isfinal forthwith.



